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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Claims 12-14 are single means claims. A single means claim, i.e., where a 
means recitation does not appear in combination with another recited element of 
means, is subject to an undue breadth rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. In 
re Hyatt, 708 F.2d 712, 714-715, 218 USPQ 195, 197 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (A single means 
claim which covered every conceivable means for achieving the stated purpose was 
held nonenabling for the scope of the claim because the specification disclosed at most 
only those means known to the inventor.). When claims depend on a recited property, a 
fact situation comparable to Hyatt is possible, where the claim covers every conceivable 
structure (means) for achieving the stated property (result) while the specification 
discloses at most only those known to the inventor, see MPEP 2164.08(a). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-6, 8, 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kizu etal (US 6,314,232 B2). 

For claim 1 , Kizu et al teach A method of data retrieval from a medium by a pick- 
up unit for non-real-time rendering of data stored on the medium by rendering non- 
contiguous fragments of data (e.g. figure 17, column 10, lines 10-47, figure 17 shows 
the fragmented data area), characterized in that the method comprises the steps of: 
identifying a group of multiple fragments of data for rendering (e.g. figure 17, column 10, 
lines 10-47 groups A and B); moving the pick-up unit to a location on the medium where 
the identified group of multiple fragments of data is stored; selecting a fragment of data 
from the group of multiple fragments of data, the fragment of data being fastest 
retrievable by the pick-up unit; and retrieving the selected fragment of data for rendering 
(figure 17, column 10, lines 10-47, "the amount of movement of the head can be 
minimized and the required average seek time can be reduced" corresponds to "fastest 
retrievable"). 

Claims 11-14 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claim 1 above. 
For claim 2, Kizu et al teach the data stored on the medium is a stream of audio- 
visual data (e.g. column 4, lines 14-15, video server must contains audio-visual data). 
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For claim 3, Kizu et al teach the data stored on the medium is a stream of audio 
data (e.g. column 4, lines 14-15 and lines 43-53, CD-ROM or optical disk). 

For claim 4, Kizu et al teach the medium is a disk-based memory (e.g. column 4, 
lines 1 4-1 5 and lines 43-53, CD-ROM or optical disk). 

For claim 5, Kizu et al teach the disk-based memory is an optical disk (e.g. 
column 4, lines 14-15 and lines 43-53, CD-ROM or optical disk). 

For claim 8, Kizu et al teach the group of multiple fragments is defined by a time 
interval (e.g. AO and BO, A1 and B1, A2 and B2...etc are considered to be multiple 
fragment interval). 

For claim 10, Kizu et al teach increasing the number of fragments of data in the 
group as the rendering speed increases (e.g. column 10, lines 34-41, seek time reduced 
corresponds to speed increased). 

For claim 6, Kizu et al teach Super Audio Compact Disc standard (e.g. column 4, 
lines 45-48, the CD must be using Compact Disc standard). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 7, 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kizu 
et al (US 6,314,232 B2) as applied to claims 1-6, 8, 10-14 above, and further in view of 
Hirabayashi et al (US 6,002,834). 

For claim 9, Kizu et al fail to teach multiple fragments is defined by a number of 
intra-coded video frames. Hirabayashi et al teach multiple fragments is defined by a 
number of intra-coded video frames (e.g. column 4, lines 22-36, and figure 5 shows the 
sector address of I picture, which is "intra-coded video frames" is not continuous). It 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the teaching of Hirababashi et al into the teaching of Kizu et al to 
reduce the seek time when trick play of I frames are requested. 

For claim 7, Kizu et al teach Digital Versatile Disc standard (e.g. column 1, lines 
25-47, MPEG2 corresponds to the DVD standard). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Chung et al (US 6,068,918 B1). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daquan Zhao whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1119. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Fri. 7:30 -5, alt Fri. off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Thai Q, can be reached on (571)272-7382. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Daquan Zhao/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



/JAMIE JO VENT ATALA/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



